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the Wireless Radio Services 
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DUQUESNE LIGHT COMPANY'S ANSWERS TO 
ENFORCEMENT BUREAU'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

Duquesne Light Company ("Duquesne"), by counsel, serves the following answers and 

responses to Enforcement Bureau's First Set oflnterrogatories directed to Duquesne. 



General Objections 

(a) Duquesne hereby reserves any objections it may have to the admission in 
evidence of the information provided herein on the grounds of materiality, relevancy or other 
proper grounds for objection. 

(b) The information to be provided is not based solely on the knowledge of 
Duquesne, but includes knowledge of its agents, representatives and attorneys, unless privileged. 

(c) The word usage and sentence structure of the discovery responses may be that of 
the attorney assisting Duquesne and thus does not necessarily purport to be the precise language 
of Duquesne. 

(d) Duquesne generally objects to the extent the interrogatory is unduly burdensome 
and broad, immaterial, irrelevant, not limited in scope and not reasonably calculated to lead to 
the discovery of admissible evidence. 

(e) Duquesne generally objects to the interrogatories to the extent they seek attorney-
work product, privileged communication and/or information and documents prepared in 
anticipation of litigation. 

(f) Duquesne generally objects to the extent the interrogatories define terms and seek 
information which is not permissible under the Federal Communications Commission Rules. 

INTERROGATORIES 

1. Identify, by call sign and location, each Site-based Authorization that you lease or 
have leased from Maritime. 

ANSWER: Duquesne leases portions ofWHG750 from Maritime. Duquesne 

constructed the following sites, which are also referenced in the "Buildout Documentation" file 

produced in response to Request for Production of Documents, Request Nos. 2 and 3, pursuant to 

that authority: 

a) Dravosburg Tower- 217.0250 MHz 40-22-30N, 79-53-23W 

b) Hopewell Tower- 219.2125 MHz 40-36-16N, 80-14-38W 

c) Mt. Washington Tower -217.1500 MHz 40-25-34N, 80-00-13W 

d) North Tower- 217.2759 MHz 40-32-32N, 79-59-21 W 
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e) Plum Tower-217.0875 MHz 40-28-18N, 79-43-25W 

f) Wilmerding Tower- 217.2125 MHz 40-24-06N, 79-48-49W 

g) Shippingport Tower- 219.2759 MHz 40-37-01N, 80-26-22W 

h) Valley Tower- 219.1500 MHz 40-42-59N, 80-17-40W 

i) Clinton Tower- 219.0250 MHz 40-30-29N, 80-18-18W 

j) Raccoon Tower- 217.0875 MHz 40-38-25N, 80-19-59W 

2. Describe the coverage area provided by any facility that was constructed at each 
location for each call sign you identified in response to Interrogatory No. 1, above. 

ANSWER: All the towers listed in response to Interrogatory 1 are located in Beaver 

and Allegheny Counties, Pennsylvania. See also the "Coverage Map" produced by Duquesne in 

response to Request for Production of Documents, Request No.5. 

3. State whether there is currently a facility constructed at each location for each call 
sign you identified in response to Interrogatory No. 1, above. 

ANSWER: Duquesne has constructed the sites as listed above in response to 

Interrogatory No. 1. See also Duquesne's Answer to Interrogatory No. 9. 

4. State whether a facility is currently operating (i.e., on-the-air, transmitting a 
signal) at each location you identified in your response to Interrogatory No. 1, above. If not, 
explain why not. 

ANSWER: Duquesne is currently operating all sites. All of the towers set forth in 

response to Interrogatory No. 1 are operating in the 217-219 MHz band, except for the Mt. 

Washington, Clinton and Valley sites, that recently received a change in equipment to operate at 

3 



900 MHz pursuant to other authority and as further described in response to Interrogatory No.9, 

below. 

5. For each location you identified in your response to Interrogatory No. 1, above, 
state the date on which construction of a facility at that location was completed. 

ANSWER: 

Dravosburg Tower- 5/13/2010 

Hopewell Tower- 6/22/2010 

Mt. Washington Tower -5/25/2010 

North Tower- 5/14/2010 

Plum Tower- 5/1 0/2010 

Wilmerding Tower- 5/18/201 0 

Shippingport Tower-7/30/2010 

Valley Tower- 5/03/2010 

Clinton Tower- 5/28/201 0 

Raccoon Tower- 6/15/2010 

6. For each location you identified in your response to Interrogatory No. 1, above, 
state the date on which a facility at that location was placed in operation. 

ANSWER: 

Dravosburg Tower- 5/13/2010 

Hopewell Tower- 6/22/2010 

Mt. Washington Tower -5/25/2010 

North Tower-5/14/2010 

Plum Tower- 5/10/2010 
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Wilmerding Tower- 5118/201 0 

Shippingport Tower -7/30/2010 

Valley Tower- 5/03/2010 

Clinton Tower- 5/28/2010 

Raccoon Tower- 6115/201 0 

7. State whether a facility was operating (i.e., on-the-air, transmitting a signal) at 
each location you identified in your response to Interrogatory No. 1, above, at the time you 
leased it from Maritime. If not, explain why not. 

ANSWER: Duquesne objects to this interrogatory because it is vague, confusing, 

overbroad, seeks information not within Duquesne's knowledge and is premised on speculation 

(that a facility already existed, or needed to exist, at a location). Once Duquesne was the 

authorized lessee of spectrum from MCLM, it constructed the facilities (as listed above in 

response to Interrogatory No. 1) and operated them as ofthe dates set forth in response to 

Interrogatory No.6. The identified locations are properties owned or leased by Duquesne, not 

Maritime. 

8. State whether a facility was constructed at each location you identified in your 
response to Interrogatory No. 1, above, at the time you leased it from Maritime. If not, explain 
why not. 

ANSWER: Duquesne objects to this interrogatory because it is vague, confusing, 

overbroad, seeks information not within Duquesne's knowledge and is premised on speculation 

(that a facility already existed, or needed to exist, at a location). Once Duquesne was the 

authorized lessee of spectrum from MCLM, it constructed the facilities (as listed above in 

response to Interrogatory No. 1) as of the dates set forth in response to Interrogatory No.5. The 

identified locations are properties owned or leased by Duquesne, not Maritime. 
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9. State whether operations at each facility constructed at each location you 
identified in your response to Interrogatory No. 1, above, have ever ceased. If so, explain why 
and describe how long any such facility at any such location was not or has not been operating. 

ANSWER: No operations have ceased. Duquesne avers, however, that because it 

required greater certainty of long-term operations at its Clinton, Valley and Mt. Washington 

locations in light of this on-going proceeding, it recently replaced its 217-219 MHz antennas 

with 900 MHz antennas (pursuant to other operating authority) at those sites, as of the dates set 

forth below: 

a. Clinton Tower- 2/01/2012 

b. Valley Tower- 2/15/2012 

c. Mt. Washington Tower- 2/22/2012. 

10. With respect to each Site-based Authorization you identified in response to 
Interrogatory No. 1, above, identify each location at which a facility was not constructed in 
accordance with the requirements of the relevant License, including geographic coordinates, 
antenna heights, and other technical parameters included on the License. 

ANSWER: None. 

11. With respect to any location you identified in response to Interrogatory No. 10, 
above, describe how the facility differs from the requirements of the relevant License, including 
geographic coordinates, antenna heights, and other technical parameters included on the Lease. 

ANSWER: All Site-based Authorizations were constructed as required. Duquesne 

also avers that its Plum Tower site is located in close proximity to the Allegheny County border 

and that, due to interference issues, Duquesne used a special antenna to reduce signal attenuation 

into surrounding counties. 
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12. Describe each Communication between you (or any Representative of yours) and 
Maritime referring or relating to Maritime's Site-based Authorizations, including, but not limited 
to, the date any such Communication(s) occurred, the names and affiliation of each individual 
who participated in or received any such Communication(s), and the subject matter of such 
Communication. 

ANSWER: Please see "Communications with MCLM" file, organized by date, and 

produced in Response to Request for Production Requests Nos. 6 and 8. 

13. Describe each meeting which both you (or any Representative of yours) and 
Maritime attended referring or relating to Maritime's Site-based Authorizations, including but 
not limited to, the date any such meeting( s) took place, the names and affiliation of each 
individual who attended the meeting, and the subject matter discussed. 

ANSWER: Duquesne representatives never met with Maritime representatives in 

person. Although telephone conferences between the companies occurred, Duquesne is unable 

to recollect the dates, attendees or topics of such calls. Most communications occurred via email 

and those communications have been provided in the "Communications with MCLM" file. 

14. In the event you are unable to respond to any Interrogatory above, please explain 
why you are unable to respond. 

ANSWER: None. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Charles A. Zdebski 
Eric 1. Schwalb 
Gerit F. Hull 
Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC 
1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
(Tel) 202.659.6605 
(Fax) 202.659.6699 
czdebski@eckertseamans.com 
eschwalb@eckertseamans.com 
ghull@eckertseamans.com 
Counsel to Duquesne Light Company 



VERIFICATION 

L Lee Pillar, state that T sign the foregoing responses to Enforcement Bureau's 

Interrogatories on behalf of Duquesne Light Company, and that I am duly authorized to do so. I 

verify under penalty ofpeijury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing 

ans-wers are true and correct, except as to those matters as to which I lack personal knowledge, 

and as to those matters I state that, based on the information available to me, they are true and 

correct to the best of my information available to me, they are true and correct to the best of my 

information, belief and knowledge. 

d~ 
Lee Pillar "''"-

Senior Communications Engineer 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Char1es A. Zdebski, certify that on this 27th day of August, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing Duquesne Light Company's Answers to Enforcement Bureau's 
First Set of Interrogatories were served via electronic mail and first-class mail, postage prepaid, 
upon: 

Sandra DePriest 
Maritime Communications/Land Mobile LLC 
218 North Lee Street 
Suite 318 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Robert J. Keller, Esq. 
Law Offices of Robert J. Keller, P.C. 
P.O. Box 33428 
Washington, DC 20033 
Counsel for Maritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC 

Dennis C. Brown 
8124 Cooke Court, Suite 201 
Manassas, VA 201 09 

Jeffrey L. Sheldon 
Fish and Richardson P.C. 
1425 K Street, N.W. 
11th Floor 
Washington, DC 20005 
Counsel for Puget Sound Energy, Inc. 

Kurt E. DeSoto, Esq. 
Wiley Rein LLP 
1776 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20006 
Counsel for Interstate Power and Light Company and 
Wisconsin Power & Light Company 

Paul J. Feldman 
Christine Goepp 
Fletcher Heald & Hildreth, PLC 
1300 N. 17th Street, 11th Floor 
Arlington, VA 22209 
Counsel for Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
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Robert J. Miller 
Gardere Wynne Sewell LLP 
1601 Elm Street 
Suite 3000 
Dallas, TX 75201 
Counsel for Denton County Electric Cooperative. Inc. 
d/b/a CoServ Electric 

Albert Catalano 
Matthew J. Plache 
Catalano & Plache, PLLC 
3221 M Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20007 
Counsel for Dixie Electric Membership Corporation, Inc. 

Laura H. Phillips 
Howard M. Liberman 
Patrick R. McFadden 
Drinker Biddle & Reath LLP 
1500 K Street, N.W. 
Suite 1100 
Washington, DC 20005-1209 
Counsel for Skybridge Spectrum Foundation, ATLIS 
Wireless LLC. Environmentel LLC, Intelligent 
Transportation & Monitoring Wireless. Verde Systems 
LLC, Telesaurus Holdings, V2G LLC and Warren Havens 

Jack Richards 
Wesley K. Wright 
Keller and Heckman LLP 
1 00 1 G Street, NW 
Suite 500 West 
Washington, DC 20001 
Counsel for Atlas Pipeline Mid-Continent, LLC, DCP 
Midstream, LP, Enbridge Energy Company, Inc., EnCana 
Oil & Gas (USA) Inc. and Jackson County Rural Electric 
Membership Cooperative 

Robert H. Jackson 
Marashlian & Donahue, LLC 
The Comm Law Group 
1420 Spring Hill Road 
Suite 401 
McLean, VA 221 02 
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Warren C. Havens 
Sky Tel 
2509 Stuart Street 
Berkeley, CA 94705 

The Honorable Richard L. Sippel 
Chief Administrative Law Judge 
Office of the Administrative Law Judge 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 
(Via facsimile and email) 

Michele Ellison 
Chief, Enforcement Bureau 

Pamela S. Kane, Deputy Chief 
Brian J. Carter, Attorney 

Investigations and Hearings Division 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Room4-C330 
Washington, DC 20554 
(by hand delivery and email) 

Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W., Room TW-A325 
Washington, DC 20554 
(Via Hand Delivery) 

Gerit F. Hull 
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